SOME  NOTICE 


OF 


DR.  BERG’S  “ FAREWELL  WORDS. 


FROM  THE  MERCERSBURG  REVIEW. 


oo^^^oo 


MERCERSBURG,  PA  : 

From  the  Press  of  P.  A.  RICE. 


Digitized  by  the  Internet  Archive 
in  2017  with  funding  from 

This  project  is  made  possible  by  a grant  from  the  Institute  of  Museum  and  Library  Services  as  administered  by  the  Pennsylvania  Department  of  Education  through  the  Office  of  Commonwealth  Libraries 


https://archlve.org/details/somenoticeofdrbeOOnevi 


DR.  BERG’S  LAST  WORDS. 


Jehovah-Nissi.  Exodus,  xvii : 15.  Farewell  Words  tothe 
First  German  Reformed  Church , Race  Street , Philadel- 
phia. Delivered  March  14,  1852.  By  Joseph  F.  Berg. 
D.  D.  Philadelphia  : Lippineott,  Grambo  & Co. 

It  is  generally  known  that  the  Rev.  Dr.  Berg,  who  has  long 
been  ambitious  to  head  a party  and  create  trouble  in  the  German 
Reformed  Church,  by  birth  a Moravian,  by  education  an  Ameri- 
can Puritan  of  the  most  thorough  anti-popery  stamp,  has  seen 
fit  recently  to  do  what  he  ought  to  have  done  long  ago,  abandon 
the  denomination  in  which  he  has  found  himself  so  poorly  at 
home  for  the  purpose  of  trying  his  fortune  in  another.  Pains 
have  been  taken  to  make  the  event  notorious.  It  was  evidently' 
expected  to  create  a sensation  ; and  this  valedictory  discourse 
forms  part  of  the  apparatus,  or  what  we  may  call  stage  thunder, 
which  has  been  ingeniouslv  contrived  in  aid  of  such  end. 

The  sensation  has  not  indeed  come  to  much.  The  stage 
thunder  has  proved  to  be  very  weak.  The  mountain  in  labor 
has  once  more  given  birth  to  a ridiculous  mouse.  This  sermon 
in  particular  is  intrinsically  a small  affair.  Still  it  merits  atten- 
tion. It  is  not  beneath  notice,  like  too  much  from  the  pen  of 
the  same  author  in  the  Protestant  Quarterly,  by  its  gross  vul- 
garity and  rant.  There  is  some  decency  in  its  style,  some  dig- 
nity in  its  tone.  And  then  it  has  significance  by  its  relations 
and  accidents ; as  the  end  historically  of  much  that  has  gone 
before  ; as  a curious  exemplification  theologically  of  the  intel- 
lectual obliquity  and  wrong  spirit  of  the  whole  religious  tenden- 
cy, which  it  may  be  said  in  some  sense  to  represent.  Altogeth- 
er, we  sav,  the  sermon  is  not  undeserving  of  regard. 

It  may  be  styled  in  general  an  apology  for  leaving  the  Ger- 
man Reformed  Church.  This  in  itself  is  no  very  serious  or 
terrible  event.  To  pass  from  one  denomination  to  another,  as 
the  Protestant  world  now  stands,  is  byr  no  means  an  uncommon 
thing;  and  where  the  denominations  are  related  to  each  ether, 
as  in  tire  case  of  the  German  Reformed  church  and  the  Reform- 
ed Dutch,  as  different  branches  merely  of  the  same  historical 
confession,  it  is  felt  that  transition  from  one  to  the  other  may 
very  properly  be  regarded  as  a matter  of  mere  expediency,  which 
calls  in  no  case  for  any  anxious  apology  or  account.  If  Dr. 
Berg  found  his  situation  unpleasant,  had  get  into  difficulty  with 
any  part  of  his  congregation,  or  felt  it  desirable  for  any  reason 
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to  change  his  ecclesiastical  relations,  he  had  it  in  his  power  to  do 
so  with  as  much  facility,  and  as  little  noise,  as  to  change  his  resi- 
dence from  Green  Hill  to  New  Jersey.  The  old  Stoic  maxim, 
“ If  the  house  smokes  leave  it,”  though  a very  bad  one  for  its 
own  purpose,  an  excuse  for  suicide,  is  of  full  force  for  our  reign- 
ing Protestant  church  life  at  the  present  time.  There  is  no 
necessity  in  our  sticking  to  any  communion.  We  may  at  plea- 
sure seek  another,  and  be  just  as  much  in  the  church  general 
when  the  change  is  made  as  we  supposed  ourselves  to  be  before. 
Such  is  the  privilege,  shall  we  call  it,  or  the  plague,  of  our  glo- 
rious sect  system.  Changing  churches  is  just  as  small  a thing 
with  us  as  changing  sides  in  politics,  or  mounting  a first  pair  of 
spectacles.  For  such  a man  as  Dr.  Berg  however,  the  author 
of  the  ‘‘Old  Paths,”  the  would-be  slayer  of  Goliath  Hughes, 
the  redoubtable  coadjutor  of  the  Sparrys,  Leaheys,  Giustinianis, 
et  id  genus  omne,  in  their  bellowing  war  upon  the  Pope — no 
such  every  day  triviality  in  an  affair  of  this  sort  would  answer. 
He  must  play  Hannibal  or  Napoleon.  No  merely  congrega- 
tional reason  for  resigning  his  charge  was  enough.  It  must  be 
a denominational  affair.  He  leaves  his  dear  people,  if  we  are 
to  take  his  own  word  for  it,  not  because  either  lie  or  they  had 
grown  tired  at  all  of  his  pastoral  relation  in  itself  considered, 
but  purely  anil  wholly  on  account  of  what  he  proclaims  to  be 
the  false  theological  position  of  the  German  Reformed  body  as 
a whole.  If  any  other  considerations  have  had  weight  with 
him,  they  are  at  least  completely  overshadowed  by  this.  Here 
he  plants  his  grand  plea,  before  the  tribunal  of  the  world.  He 
joins  issue, not  with  the  RaceStreet  congregation  as  such  in  any- 
way, but  with  the  Synod  of  the  German  Reformed  church. 
His  going  out  of  the  body  is  to  be  no  vulgar  transition  simply 
from  one  sect  to  another.  It  must  be  a solemn  exrnlvs ; a sort 
of  miniature  repetition  of  the  scene  which  took  place,  when  the 
Free  Church  of  Scotland  went  forth  from  the  Establishment 
with  the  great  Dr.  Chalmers  at  its  head.  It  must  be  for  con- 
science sake.  It  mustcarry  with  it  the  air  of  a great  and  heroic 
sacrifice  for  the  cause  of  truth  and  righteousness.  Dr.  Berg 
goes  out  as  a “ witness  for  the  truth  a glorious  seceder  in  his 
o.wn  eyes  t another  Wesley  or  Erskine  ; nay  a soil  of  second 
Luther,  (or  if  that  title  still  hold  good  to  the  immortal  Ronge, 
say  then  at  all  events,  a third  Luther.)  with  special  call  and 
mission,  if  it  w'ere  necessary,  to  found  even  a new  church. 
Happily  there  has  been  no  need  for  that.  Pie  finds  a home  for 
the  present  in  another  denomination.  But  his  plea  covers  the 
right  of  secession,  in  its  widest  extent.  We  almost  wonder,  he 
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was  not  led  to  set  up  a fresh  sect,  to  try  at  least  the  experiment 
of  a schism  in  the  German  Reformed  Church,  to  be  baptized 
with  his  own  name.  But,  “ non  omnia  possumus  omnes.”  A 
captaincy  in  such  case,  without  even  a corporal’s  guard  to  fol- 
low, is  rather  a sorry  business.  Though  there  might  be  “ more 
than  seven  thousand,  who  had  not  bowed  the  knee  to  Baal,  or 
kissed  his  images,”  it  was  either  hard  to  find  them,  or  they 
showed  no  great  mind  to  go  dancing  a hornpipe  after  any  such 
mock  Elias.  It  was  wise  then  not  to  venture  a new  church, 
but  to  take  refuge  rather  in  the  “old  Church  of  Holland,  the 
Gibraltar  of  Protestantism,”  already  well  known  and  firmly 
established.  Still  the  movement  must  not  forfeit,  for  this  rea- 
son/the character  of  a true  secession,  a veritable  heroism  for 
faith,  in  the  eyes  of  an  admiring  world.  It  is  pleasant  to  be  a 
martyr,  or  at  any  rate  to  have  the  name  of  one,  if  it  come  not 
to  bona  fide  blood,  and  cost  nothing  either  to  stomach  or  to 
purse.  The  object  then  of  this  valedictory  is  to  make  good  a 
title  to  such  luxury  and  praise.  It  is  a song,  with  the  ever  re- 
curring burden  and  refrain  : “ Come,  see  my  zeal  for  the  Lord  !” 
The  apology  is  at  the  same  time  a wholesale  assault.  It  is  an 
effort,  on  the  part  of  the  Rev.  Dr.  Berg,  to  fix  on  the  German 
Reformed  Church  the  character  of  hopeless,  well  nigli  univer- 
sal, heresy  and  apostacy,  for  the  purpose  of  converting  into  a 
grand  crisis,  and  surrounding  with  eclat,  the  step  by  which  he 
has  now  passed  beyond  its  bosom. 

But  how  now  is  it  attempted  to  establish  and  sustain  this  mon- 
strously latitudinous,  this  exceedingly  grave  and  most  solemnly 
responsible  charge?  By  a process,  which  has  no  full  parallel 
probably  in  the  whole  history  of  protesting  and  witnessing  Se- 
cederdom.  No  direct  action  of  the  Church  itself  is  brought 
into  question.  No  plea  is  filed  of  oppression  or  wrong  endured 
at  her  hands.  The  universal  issue  is  at  once  shifted  over  into 
the  form  of  a controversy  with  her  theological  professors,  on 
whom  an  effort  is  made  to  fasten  sundry  supposed  errors,  the 
blame  of  which  is  then  held  to  fall  back  in  some  way  on  the 
body  to  which  they  belong.  In  looking  up  these  supposed  er- 
rors, the  plaintiff  has  allowed  himself  the  widest  range,  going 
back  for  them  mostly  to  past  years,  and  gathering  them  in  a 
loose  way  from  all  points  of  the  compass,  with  almost  no  regard 
whatever  to  order  or  truth  ; the  object  being  simply,  as  it  would 
seem,  to  get  up  an  imposing  show  of  heads  and  topics  for  popu- 
lar effect.  Let  us  look  briefly,  in  the  first  place,  on  these  heads 
of  accusation  in  themselves  considered.  We  shall  then  be  the 
better  prepared,  to  form  a proper  judgment  of  the  use  to  which 
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they  are  violently  tin  ned  by  Dr.  Berg  in  his  crusade  against  the 
German  Reformed  Church. 

T.  First  we  have  the  vexed  topic  again  of  tradition  and  pri- 
vate judgment.  Our  suffering  martyr  sets  himself  forward  as 
the  champion  of  the  Bible,  as  the  only  ride  of  faith  and  duly, 
and  indirectly  charges  those  whom  he  opposes  with  denying  this 
fundamental  principle  of  the  Reformation.  He  moves  here 
however  in  no  small  fog ; through  some  concern  apparently  of 
seeming  himself  to  make  too  little  of  church  creeds  and  symbols, 
and  particularly  of  the  authority  of  the  Heidelberg  Catechism, 
which  he  professes  to  hold  still  in  most  dutiful  regard;  though 
it  turns  out  to  be  in  the  end  only  as  he  regards  a good  index  to  a 
book,  whose  errors  and  mistakes  lie  feels  at  perfect  liberty  to  cor- 
rect afterwards  by  his  own  reading  His  theory  runs  out  thus 
into  the  most  bald  scheme  of  individual  opinion,  by  which 
every  man  is  to  be  his  own  theologian,  and  to  manufacture  his 
creed  for  himself.  “ Denunciations  of  the  right  of  private  judg- 
ment,” he  tells  us,  £ are  all  unscriptural a proposition  which 
plainly  means  as  lie  uses  it,  if  it  have  any  meaning  at  all,  that 
the  private  judgment  of  every  body,  be  his  religious  standpoint 
what  it  may,  forms  the  ultimate  tribunal,  the  last  resort,  to  which 
all  questions  concerning  the  sense  of  the  Bible  are  to  be  carried, 
before  which  they  are  to  be  tried,  and  by  which  they  are  to  be 
settled,  without  liberty  of  appeal.  Now  the  simple  statement 
of  this  proposition,  in  its  own  proper  terms,  is  enough  to  show  its 
absurdity.  It  must  be  shrouded  in  fog,  to  be  saved  from  univer- 
sal derision.  No  sect  acts  on  any  such  theory  of  private  judg- 
ment. Every  denomination  has,  and  must  have,  its  own  tradi- 
tion, its  form  of  doctrine,  (whether  written  or  unwritten,  is  of  no> 
account,)  its  general  mind,  its  historical  life  be  it  never  so  lean 
and  poor,  into  which  the  thinking  of  its  individual  members  is 
educated  or  trained  from  the  beginning,  and  through  the  medi 
um  of  which  only  it  is  possible  for  them  to  exercise  this  boasted 
right  of  interpreting  the  Bible  for  themselves,  so  long  as  they 
remain  faithful  to  its  communion.  This  we  bold  to  be  for  all 
thinking  men  the  next,  tiling  to  a self-evident  truism.  Even  Dr. 
Berg  himself,  like  every  other  Puritan,  has  his  tradition.  What 
orthodoxy  he  has,  we  are  very  sure,  is  not  of  his  own  discovery 
or  concoction.  It  has  come  down  to  him  from  that  very  Mother, 
the  old  Catholic  Church,  which  like  another  Nero  he  now 
seeks  to  destroy.  For  his  original  determinations  in  theology, 
his  purely  private  and  independent  shapings  of  the  unworked 
material  of  the  Bible,  with  all  due  humility  and  respect  be  it 
spoken,  we  would  not  give  a farthing  or  a fig. 


How  often  is  it  necessary  to  ding  into  the  deaf  ears  of  Puritan- 
ism, that  the  question  here  relates  not  to  the  proper  authority  of 
the  Bible,  “ the  great  principle  of  its  absolute  supremacy,”  but 
to  the  right  interpretation  of  the  Bible  9 “ The  natural  man,” 

says  St.  Paul,  “ receiveth  not  the  things  of  the  Spirit  of  God  : 
for  they  are  foolishness  unto  him  ; neither  can  he  know  them, 
because  they  are  spiritually  discerned.”  Yet  he  has  reason  in 
his  way,  and  the  right  of  private  judgment.  Shall  I go  to  him 
then,  to  know  what  the  Scriptures  teach  ? Can  rationalism,  or 
heresy,  or  schism,  themselves  born  of  such  free  judgment,  be 
safely  followed  for  any  such  purpose?  Has  every  sect  here  the 
same  right ; and  is  one  just  of  as  much  weight  as  another?  Is 
it  the  doctrine  of  the  Scriptures  themselves,  that  no  terms  and 
conditions  of  a living  kind,  back  of  the  consultation  of  this  in- 
spired rule,  are  necessary  for  its  proper  use  ; that  Winebrenne- 
rians,  Campbellite  Baptists,  Universalists,  and  Unitarians,  are  on 
one  and  the  same  footing  of  privilege  and  power  for  this  pur- 
pose with  the  true  communion  of  God’s  saints?  Most  emphati- 
cally we  say,  No.  Dr.  Berg  slanders  the  Bible,  when  he  vir- 
tually affirms  the  contrary.  It  offers  itself  in  no  such  latitudi- 
narian  style,  to  lake  the  measure  of  its  sense  from  any  and 
every  theological  standpoint  alike.  It  assumes  every  where  the 
presence  of  an  objective  life  answerable  to  its  own  nature,  in 
the  bosom  of  which  alone  its  revelations  can  be  rightly  received 
and  understood.  The  obedience  of  faith,  the  habit  of  an  actual 
submission  to  religion  as  a concrete  supernatural  fact,  must  go 
before  the  use  of  private  judgment  here,  and  condition  it  con- 
tinually, to  make  it  worth  a rush.  Without  that,  it  is  the  private 
judgment  of  mere  blind  nature,  which  is  no  better  at  last  than 
miserable  rationalism  or  infidelity.  But  now  this  obedience  of 
faith,  this  sense  of  the  mystery  of  godliness  as  a concrete  living 
fact,  is  only  another  name  for  the  communion  of  saints,  and 
sympathy  with  the  mind  of  the  Holy  Catholic  Church.  One 
must  be  in  the  Spirit,  to  receive  or  understand  the  things  of  the 
Spirit.  But  how  can  he  be  in  the  Spirit,  if  he  be  not  in  fellow- 
ship with  the  Church  ; if  he  own  no  supernatural  mystery  of 
godliness  in  the  past  history  of  the  Church  ; if  he  know  not  what 
it  is  to  be  ruled  or  bound  at  all,  in  his  theological  life,  by  the 
authority  of  the  Church,  thus  owned  as  an  object  of  faith? 
He  may  still  prate  of  the  Spirit  indeed,  like  the  Anabaptists  or 
Quakers  or  Muggletonians  ; but  if  his  Spirit  be  not  that  of  the 
Church,  what  title  can  it  have  to  attention  or  respect?  We 
pretend  not  now  to  settle,  when  and  how  precisely  this  ecclesi- 
astical tradition  must  be  allowed  to  rule  the  interpretation  of  the 
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Bible.  Much  less  do  we  set  it  against  all  use  of  private  judg- 
ment. All  we  say  is,  that  the  worth  and  safety  of  private  judg- 
ment depend  on  the  standpoint  from  which  it  is  exercised  ; that 
all  standpoints  are  not  alike ; and  that,  in  the  nature  of  the 
case,  the  only  right  standpoint  is  that  of  union  with  the  life  and 
harmony  with  the  spirit,  of  the  mystical  body  of  Christ,  as  this 
has  existed  in  the  world,  in  a real  and  not  simply  imaginary 
way,  from  the  beginning.  This  is  not  to  exact  a slavish  sub- 
mission to  the  Church,  as  distinguished  from  the  Bible.  It  is 
only  to  refuse  a slavish  submission  to  some  other  system,  Puri- 
tanism say  or  Unitarianism,  setting  itself  up  as  a belter  expounder 
than  the  Church  of  the  true  and  proper  sense  of  the  Bible. 
Where  the  issue  is  between  the  mind  of  the  Church,  as  in  the 
articles  for  instance  of  the  ancient  creed,  and  any  such  other 
mind  pretending  to  read  the  Bible  in  a wholly  different  way, 
there  can  be  no  comparison  between  the  claims  of  the  two 
respectively  to  confidence  and  trust;  and  only  to  have  any 
doubt  about  it  indeed  is  to  be  on  the  confines  of  infidelity. 

II.  The  next  accusation  of  Dr.  Berg  relates  to  the  doctrine  of 
justification  by  faith;  which  we  in  particular  are  said  to  have 
denied,  in  our  work  entitled  the  Mystical  Presence , by  making 
the  relation  of  Christ  to  his  people  to  be  such,  that  his  righteous- 
ness is  not  merely  set  to  their  credit  or  account,  by  a fiction  of 
law,  in  an  outward  forensic  way,  but  is  to  be  regarded  as  imma- 
nent in  their  very  nature  itself.  This  he  will  have  to  mean, 
that  the  believer  is  justified  only  by  his  own  inherent  or  person- 
al holiness,  resulting  from  his  union  with  Christ.  Long  ago  we 
took  some  pains  to  show,  that  no  such  construction  of  our  lan- 
guage was  right.  But  it  has  not  suited  Dr.  Berg  to  bear  any 
thing  of  that  sort  in  mind  ; and  so  here  we  have  the  old  charge 
publicly  paraded  before  the  world  again,  without  any  sort  of 
qualification  or  reserve,  just  as  though  the  ninth  commandment 
had  been  stricken  from  the  decalogue,  or  were  of  no  force  at  all 
for  a true  Albigensian  “ witness,”  sweating  and  staggering  under 
the  weight  of  so  big  a cause.  Justification,  we  know,  is  not 
sanctification  But  still  the  first  must  be  the  real  ground  or 
foundation  of  the  second  ; and  this  requires  that  it  should  be 
something  more  than  an  outward  act,  that  comes  to  no  union 
whatever  with  the  life  of  the  sinner.  It  imputes  to  him  the 
righteousness  of  Christ,  by  setting  him  in  connection  with  the 
power  of  it  as  a new  and  higher  order  of  life,  grace  in  distinc- 
tion from  nature,  wrought  out  in  the  bosom  of  humanity  by 
Christ  as  the  second  Adam.  This  implies  that  what  is  so 
imputed  or  made  over  to  men  is  not  something  out  of  them  and 
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beyond  them  altogether,  but  a fact  already  established  in  their 
nature  itself,  although  a Divine  act  is  needed  to  bring  them 
thus  into  real  communication  with  it  as  individuals.  In  such 
view,  the  righteousness  of  Christ,  the  power  of  his  atonement, 
the  glorious  fact  of  redemption,  may  be  regarded  and  spoken  of 
as  immanent  now  in  our  nature,  just  as  the  law  of  sin  and  death 
is  immanent  in  it  also  under  its  merely  Adamic  view,  making 
room  for  corresponding  developments  of  individual  life. 
Natural  birth  sets  us  in  connection  with  human  nature,  as  fallen 
in  Adam  and  under  the  curse ; regenerating  grace  sets  us  in  con- 
nection with  the  same  nature,  as  recovered  from  the  curse,  and 
so  made  capable  of  righteousness,  through  union  with  Christ. 
The  actual  individual  life  in  either  case,  with  such  inherent 
properties  as  it  may  be  found  to  possess,  is  conditioned  by 
the  presence  of  a real  possibility  going  before  it  in  the  gen- 
eral life  out  of  which  it  springs.  This  real  possibility,  the 
potential  underlying  the  actual,  is  the  one  man’s  disobedience  in 
the  first  case  whereby  many  are  made  sinners,  and  in  the  second 
case  the  obedience  of  one  by  which  many  are  made  righteous, 
both  immanent  in  humanity  for  their  own  momentous  ends. 

III.  Next  we  have  another  breach  of  the  ninth  command- 
ment, nay  the  breach  of  it  three  times  over,  in  what  the  author 
of  this  solemn  act  and  testimony  declares  to  be  the  doctrine  of 
the  “ Mystical  Presence”  on  the  constitution  of  Christ’s  Person. 

We  are  charged  first  with  teaching  Eutychianism  ; though 
we  have  always  protested  against  every  thing  of  the  sort,  and 
have  taken  all  pains  to  follow  the  tradition  of  the  old  church 
faith,  avoiding  here  both  the  Scylla  and  the  Charybdis  between 
which  it  takes  its  awfully  mysterious  course.  What  Dr.  Berg 
dislikes  however  is  just  this  care  to  avoid  both  extremes.  It 
must  be  with  him  either  rock  or  whirlpool.  His  theology, 
though  he  may  not  know  it,  or  at  least  not  wish  to  see  it,  is  in 
truth  Nestorian.  He  objects  to  the  old  ecclesiastical  term 
theanthropic , as  applied  to  the  Saviour’s  person.  A still  surer 
test  is  offered  in  the  title  Deipara  or  “ Mother  of  God,”  as 
applied  to  the  Blessed  Virgin  Mary.  The  system  of  thought 
in  which  Dr.  Berg  moves,  makes  no  room  for  any  such  title. 
He  would  object  to  the  use  of  it  no  doubt  as  at  once  popish 
and  profane.  And  yet  for  the  ancient  church  it  was  the  very 
touchstone  of  orthodoxy  over  against  Nestorianism,  just  as 
much  as  the  term  consubstantial  was  so  also,  when  applied  to 
the  doctrine  of  the  Saviour’s  true  and  proper  divinity,  over 
against  the  heresy  of  Arius.  No  man  whose  tongue  falters  in 
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pronouncing  Mary  Mother  of  God , can  be  orthodox  at  heart  on 
the  article  of  Christ’s  Person.' 

Secondly  we  are  charged  with  teaching,  “ that  sin  was  in  the 
person  of  the  Mediator,  and  that  the  presence  of  sin  in  his  person 
entailed  the  necessity  of  his  suffering;”  because  of  our  saying, 
that  the  human  nature  which  he  assumed  was  that  of  Adam 
after  the  fall,  and  so  a fallen  humanity.”  which  was  to  be  raised 
through  this  very  mystery  of  the  incarnation  itself  to  a new  and 
higher  order  of  life.  To  this  most  abominable  misrepresentation 
we  reply  in  merciful  Latin  : “ Mentiris  impudentissime .”  We 
abhor  every  such  thought.  It  is  not  in  our  book.  We  have 
always  disowned  it.  Paid  says  of  the  Saviour,  that  he  was 
“ made  of  a woman,  made  under  the  law;”  and  in  another 
place  we  are  (old,  that  “ he  took  not  on  him  the  nature  of 
angels,  but  the  seed  of  Abraham.”  So  in  the  Heidelberg 
Catechism  it  is  said,  “ that  he  took  upon  him  the  very  nature 
of  man,  of  the  flesh  and  blood  of  the  Virgin  Mary;”  and  this 
again,  “because  the  justice  of  God  requires  that  the  same  human 
nature  which  hath  sinned  should  likewise  make  satisfaction  for 
sin.”  This,  and  no  more  than  this,  is  what  we  also  have  said; 
most  explicit}1 * * * * * 7  and  distinctly  representing  the  assumption  to  have 
been  at  the  same  time  in  a form,  which  excluded  the  element  of 
sin,  and  was  therefore,  we  may  say  an  actual  redemption  of  the 
nature  it  assumed,  the  raising  of  it  into  a higher  order  of  life  in 
Christ’s  person,  from  the  beginning.  Such  has  been  our  view 
plainly  expressed.  Dr.  Berg  knew  what  it  was;  or  at  least 
knew  very  well,  that  we  abhorred  the  thought  of  making  Christ 
a sinner ; for  he  has  been  told  so  directly  more  than  once.  And 
yet  here  he  comes,  notwithstanding  all  this,  with  a miserable 
consequence , or  inference  merely  of  his  own  arbitrary  drawing, 
to  fasten  upon  us  this  very  abomination ; which  he  is  not 
ashamed  then  solemnly  to  promulgate  as  a proof  of  heresy  in 
the  whole  German  Reformed  Church. 

Lastly  we  are  charged,  under  this  head  of  the  Saviour’s 
Person,  with  teaching  the  ubiquity  of  his  glorified  body.  We 
have  only  to  say  here  that  the  charge  is  false.  The  Mystical 


1 “ Protestants  respect  her  memory,  as  one  whom  the  Lord  peculiarly 

honored;  all  generations  called  her  blessed,  because  she  was  the  mother 

of  the  man  Christ  Jesus.  But  we  hold  it  impious  to  style  her  the  Mother 

of  God,  because  her  maternal  relation  to  Jesus  Christ  extended  no  farther 

than  his  human  nature.”  Berg’s  Lectures  on  Romanism,  1840,  p,  143. 

Nestorius  himself  never  taught,  and  the  Council  of  Ephesus  never  con- 

demned, more  rank  Nestorianism  than  that. 
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Presence , in  particular,  teaches  nothing  of  this  sort.  On  the 
contrary  it  affirms,  p.  173,  that  “the  relation  of  Christ  to  the 
Church  involves  no  ubiquity  or  idealistic  dissipation  of  his  body, 
and  requires  no  fusion  of  his  proper  personality  with  the  persons 
of  his  people.” 

IY-  Another  head  of  accusition  is  found  in  the  importance 
we  attach  to  the  holy  sacraments.  We  are  charged,  in  the  usual 
stale  fashion  of  the  spiritualistic  school,  with  putting  the  sacra- 
ments in  the  place  of  Him  who  appointed  them  ; because  we 
have  claimed  for  them  a character  worthy  of  such  appointment, 
making  them  to  be,  not  dead  signs  merely,  but  real  seals  and 
vehicles  of  his  adorable  grace.  “ Inherent  power  to  confer 
grace  dwells  alone  in  the  blood  and  Spirit  of  Christ,  we  are 
gravely  informed  by  this  most  courageous  “ testis  veritatis  ;’  as 
though  he  were  enunciating  a proposition  at  war  with  the 
whole  idea  of  sacramental  grace,  and  stood  ready  to  maintain  it 
at  the  risk  of  fire  and  faggot.  This  is  as  il  one  should  say  . 
God  is  the  only  source  of  power  in  the  natural  world,  and  there- 
fore it  is  irreligious  and  absurd  to  ascribe  activity  to  the  lightning 
or  force  to  the  whirlwind.  We  have  here  again  gross  misrepre- 
sentation and  slander.  The  doctrine  which  attributes  grace  to 
the  sacraments  is  caricatured  and  falsified,  to  make  it  odious.  It 
involves,  we  are  told,  the  notion  of  an  opus  operation , in  the 
sense  of  a power  in  the  sacraments  working  as  from  itself  merely 
and  in  the  way  of  blind  magic.  This  however  is  a most  per- 
verse construction  of  the  doctrine  in  question  ; for  which  too 
there  is  no  excuse  whatever;  since  the. greatest  pains  have  been 
taken  to  show,  that  it  is  held  in  no  such  ridiculous  sense.  Fhe 
intrinsic  power  attributed  to  the  sacraments,  it  has  been  said 
over  and  over  again,  is  not  to  be  viewed  as  something  difieient 
from  the  grace  of  which  Christ  alone  is  the  fountain  and  sou  ice. 
much  less  as  something  opposed  to  this  only  cause  ot  out  sal\a- 
tion  ; it  is  simply  the  action  of  this  grace  itself,  exhibited  to  the 
faith  of  men  under  a divinely  instituted-  form.  He  who  wotks 
in  nature  by  means  of  his  own  appointment,  may  smely  be 
allowed  to  work  instrumentally  in  the  world  of  giace  also,  by 
such  agencies  as  to  himself  seem  best,  without  being  supposed 
on  this  account  to  part  with  any  portion  of  his  own  gloiy. 
This  is  what  we  mean  by  the  intrinsic  power  of  the  holy  sacta- 
ments.  They  belong  to  the  kingdom  of  heaven,  the  new  order 
of  things  superinduced  upon  the  course  of  nature,  fry  the  biith, 
death,  and  resurrection,  of  the  "Word  made  Flesh;  they  are 
seals  of  what  they  represent  in  this  kingdom;  they  carry  in 
them,  not  simply  the  power  of  shadows  in  the  spheie  of  natme, 


12 


but  a truly  supernatural  force,  answerable  to  the  sphere  of  the 
Spirit  which  they  serve  to  bring  into  real  connection  with  our 
common  human  life.  In  this  view  they  are  mysteries,  objects  of 
faith,  which  it  is  absolutely  profane  to  measure  by  any  standard 
of  mete  sense.  God  has  lodged  in  them  a more  than  natural 
efficiency,  for  the  accomplishment  of  heavenly  ends ; which 
howevet  works  not  magically,  but  to  take  effect  must  be  met 
with  right  dispositions  on  the  part  of  men. 

Di.  Berg,  we  say,  caricatures  this  doctrine,  to  fight  against  it 
with  better  advantage  and  effect.  But  it  must  not  be  supposed, 
that  he  does  not  mean  therefore  to  fight  against  it  in  its  own 
ptope^t  form . The  controversy  here  is  no  battle  of  words  mere- 
ly. I he  issue  is  at  bottom  a very  real  one,  and  We  have  no 
wish  whatever  to  keep  it  out  of  sight.  It  involves  the  whole 
question  of  sacramental  grace.  Dr.  Berg  has  no  faith  in  such 
grace  under  any  form,  no  faith  in  the  sacraments  at  all,  as  the 
organs  of  a higher  power  than  that  of  nature,  for  the  accom- 
plishment of  supernatural  ends.  They  are  not  to  his  mind 
mysteries.  lie  sees  no  action  of  God  in  holy  baptism,  no  par- 
ticipation of  Christ’s  body  and  blood,  by  the  wonder-working 
power  of  the  Spirit,  in  the  blessed  eucharist.  In  all  this  how- 
ever he  only  proclaims  his  own  want  of  orthodoxy,  while  trying 
to  make  out  a charge  of  error  against  others.  To  deny  the 
mystical  force  of  the  sacraments,  is  to  deny  at  the  same  time 
the  supernatural  character  of  the  church,  and  in  the  end  to 
subvert,  as  we  verily  believe,  the  whole  mystery  of  the  incarna- 
tion. The  man  who  does  so,  may  still  continue  to  bluster  and 
talk  big  about  his  zeal  for  the  faith  once  delivered  to  the 
saints,  abusing  all  who  refuse  to  fall  in  with  his  confident 
mind.  He  may  cry  out:  “The  Bible,  the  Bible,  the  Bible 
of  the  Lord  are  We  as  though  the  private  judgment  of  him- 
self, and  such  as  he,  were  one  and  the  same  thing  with  the 
sacred  text  itself,  and  no  other  judgment  could  possibly  deserve 
the  least  consideration  or  regard.  He  may  carry  his  appeal 
boldly  to  the  tribunal  of  the  world’s  common  sense  and  natural 
reason,  and  stay  himself  on  the  verdict  of  a rationalistic  genera- 
tion ol  sects,  with  whom  opinion  has  come  to  stand  in  the  room 
of  faith,  making  light  of  every  thing  like  church  authority  in  its 
proper  form.  But  all  this  cannot  help  the  actual  falsehood  of 
his  position.  He  is  a heretic  notwithstanding ; condemned  by 
both  Luther  and  Calvin  ; condemned  by  the  Heidelberg 
Catechism  and  the  Belgic  Confession  ; condemned  by  the  uni- 
versal faith  of  tli e Church  from  the  sixteenth  century  back  to 
the  fifth  and  from  the  fifth  century  again  back  to  the  second; 
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condemned  by  saints,  martyrs,  councils,  and  fathers;  con- 
demned, we  will  add,  by  the  plain  letter  of  the  New  Testament, 
as  it  has  been  understood  by  the  Church  through  all  ages.  We 
are  not  disposed  to  be  chary  or  tender  here  in  the  use  of  terms. 
We  are  put  out  of  all  patience  rather  with  those,  who  pretend  to 
respect  the  authority  of  the  ancient  creed,  and  yet  make  small 
account  seemingly  of  an  issue  which  concerns  so  immediately 
its  truth  and  credit.  For  let  it  be  observed,  the  question  now  in 
view  regards  not  the  mode  of  the  sacramental  mystery  ; wheth- 
er for  instance,  in  the  case  of  the  Lord’s  supper,  it  be  by  tran- 
substantiation,  or  by  consubstantiation,  or  by  the  mirificial  in- 
comprehensible operation  of  the  Holy  Ghost  in  the  sense  of 
Calvin  and  Ursinus;  it  regards  the  entire  fact  of  the  mystery 
itself.  This,  we  say,  entered  into  the  universal  faith  of  the  an- 
cient church.  And  it  was  not  there  as  an  outward  accident 
merely.  It  was  held  to  be  of  vital  account.  It  formed  the 
soul  of  doctrine,  and  the  nucleus  of  all  worship.  To  disown  ft 
then,  is  to  disown  the  ancient  church,  and  practically  to  re- 
nounce fellowship  with  the  Christianity  of  all  ages  before  the 
Reformation,  as  well  as  with  the  proper  Lutheran  and  true  Re- 
formed faith  of  that  Protestant  epoch  itself.  To  hear  Dr.  Berg, 
or  any  body  else,  glorying  in  such  a theological  predicament,  as 
though  it  were  the  perfection  of  orthodoxy,  is  much  of  one  sort 
with  the  spectacle  of  some  unhappy  patient  in  Bedlam,  who 
sits  in  chains  or  rags  and  yet  fancies  himself  a king. 

Y.  The  last  offence  with  which  we  are  charged  in  this  vale- 
dictory demonstration,  is  our  refusal  to  fall  in  with  the  anti-pope- 
ry hue  and  cry  against  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  This 
evidently  is  a main  point  in  the  general  bill  of  wrongs  It 
forms  the  culmination  of  the  universal  mischief,  the  “ unkind- 
est  cut  of  all”  in  the  whole  list  of  our  provocations.  Much  else 
might  have  been  patiently  borne.  Here  patience  itself  is  put 
fairly  out  of  breath. 

Dr.  Berg,  it  is  well  known,  has  a mortal  antipathy  to  Roman- 
ism. He  has  long  been  distinguished  as  one  of  the  school, 
which  makes  a vast  merit  of  hating  and  cursing  the  Pope  as 
Anti-christ,  and  builds  its  first  and  greatest  pretension  to  what  it 
calls  evangelical  piety,  on  its  want  of  all  charity  towards  Papists 
wherever  found.  He  has  staked  his  personal  credit,  his  popu- 
larity as  a minister,  his  reputation  as  a theologian,  on  the  anti- 
popery cause  asserted  and  maintained  in  this  radical  style  ; and 
the  consequence  has  been,  as  usual,  that  the  cause  in  such  form 
has  grown  to  be  for  him  a sort  of  “ fixed  idea,”  synonymous  in 
some  sense  with  the  identity  of  his  personal  life.  He  has  preach- 
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ed  on  it ; made  speeches  on  it ; written  a book  on  it,  with  a 
glorifying  introduction  from  Dr.  Brownlee.  “ I shall  never 
apologize,”  he  writes  years  ago,  “ either  to  the  people  of  my 
own  charge,  or  to  the  public,  tor  preaching  and  writing  against 
Popery  ; for  I am  not  ashamed  of  the  Gospel  of  Christ ; neither 
am  I afraid  to  lift  up  my  voice  and  to  cry  aloud  against  the 
abominations  of  the  Man  of  Sin  ; and  to  rebuke,  so  far  as  my 
influence  extends,  the  impudence  of  Antichrist. — For  the  system 
of  Popery,  the  ‘ mystery  of  iniquity,’  ‘ in  all  its  deceivableness  of 
unrighteousness,’  and  in  all  the  shades  and  grades  of  its  known 
and  unknown  abominations,  I do  entertain  the  most  hearty  abhor- 
rence. I believe  it  to  be  the  Arch-deceiver  of  precious  souls, 
and  the  Master-piece  of  Satan.”  ( Lectures  on  Romanism , p. 
23,  24).  Any  quantity  of  similar  stuff  is  to  be  found  in  other 
parts  of  the  same  book,  as  well  as  in  the  scurrilous  pages  of  the 
Protestant  Quarterly.  In  full  keeping  with  this  he  cries  aloud 
in  his  late  act  and  testimony:  “The  Lord  is  my  banner! 
Rome  is  the  Amalek  with  which  God  never  will  make  peace. 
He  will  have  war  with  her  from  generation  to  generation! 
Rome  is  that  wicked  one  whom  the  Lord  will  destroy,  with  the 
breath  of  his  mouth,  and  the  brightness  of  his  coming.  Rome 
is  not  to  be  reformed.  She  is  wedded  to  her  sins  ; and  like  the 
great  millstone  cast  by  the  mighty  angel  into  the  depths  of  the 
sea,  so  shall  she  be  cast  down,  to  be  found  no  more  at  all  forev- 
er. They  who  partake  of  her  sins,  shall  receive  of  her  plagues. 
Let  them  look  to  it”  (p.  21).  In  all  this  it  is  easy  to  read  the 
symptoms  of  a very  virulent  affection.  For  one  who  surrend- 
ers himself  to  it,  the  anti-popery  spirit  is  in  truth  a disease  of  the 
very  worst  kind.  We  know  of  no  mental  habit,  short  of  abso- 
lute insanity,  that  seems  to  be  more  unfavorable  to  calm  self- 
possession,  to  the  exercise  of  clear  sober  judgment,  or  to  the 
grace  of  godly  sincerity  and  truth  in  the  inward  paits.  Where 
it  has  come  to  be  fully  established,  there  is  an  end  both  of  chari- 
ty and  reason,  so  far  as  the  Church  of  Rome  is  concerned. 
The  mind  loses  its  hold  on  proper  realities,  and  falls  as  it  were 
under  a sort  of  magical  spell  or  ban  which  makes  it  impossible 
to  see  anything  in  its  true  color  and  right  shape.  It  moves  in  a 
world  of  perversions,  distortions,  exaggerations,  conti adictions 
and  lies,  Irom  which  however,  while  the  fixed  idea  lasts,  no 
friendly  light  has  any  power  to  set  it  free.  We  have  an  exem- 
plification of  this  in  Dr.  Berg.  In  his  battles  with  Romanism, 
tie  spoils  his  own  cause  continually  by  extravagance  and  excess, 
lie  persecutes  and  spits  venom,  while  affecting  to  play  the  bully 
for  toleration  and  peace.  He  calls  names,  and  spouts  intemper- 
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ate  blackguardisms,  while  pleasing  himself  with  the  idea  that 
he  is  the  pink  of  evangelical  courtesy  and  good  manners.  He 
is  himself  irreverent  and  profane  in  the  treatment  of  sacred 
things,  while  heaping  accusations  of  profanity  on  Rome.  He 
sets °up  himself,  as  the  personification  of  private  judgment,  in 
order  to  pull  down  the  Pope ; holding  with  great  show  of  zeal, 
that  all  men  have  the  right  of  thinking  as  they  choose,  provided 
only  they  think  with  him  and  not  some  other  way.  He  is  great 
for  free  inquiry  and  light,  and  yet  takes  good  care  never  to  meet 
any  question  at  issue  in  a really  honorable  and  manly  style  ; 
while  all  sorts  of  declamation,  sophistry,  and  falsehood,  are  re- 
sorted to  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  a show  and  sham  of 
argument,  where  all  argument  in  its  true  form  is  wanting. 

Such  is  the  general  style  and  fashion  of  this  intolerant  anti- 
popery school.  No  one  who  has  not  been  led  to  examine  the 
matter  seriously  for  himself,  with  some  true  Protestant  courage 
such  as  is  not  to  be  put  out  of  countenance  by  the  mere  bark- 
ings of  fanaticism,  can  have  any  idea  of  the  extent  to  which 
falsehood  and  misrepresentation  are  carried  in  the  common 
popular  warfare  upon  the  Church  of  Rome.  No  church,  as  the 
o-reat  Dr.  Johnson  used  to  say,  has  been  more  monstrously 
slandered.  Our  religious  papers,  it  is  to  be  feared,  lie  here  too 
generally  under  dreadful  guilt.  They  are  so  reckless  in  theii 
assertions;  so  ready  to  catch  up  every  idle  story  and  dirty  anec- 
dote, that  seems  to  tell  against  the  Catholic  Chinch  , so  slow 
for  the  most  part  in  correcting  their  own  falsehoods,  when  they 
have  been  fairly  exposed;  so  unwilling  to  allow  good  motives 
and  so  quick  to  suspect  bad  ones,  as  though  Paul  s account  of 
charity  here  had  all  become  reversed,  and  its  province  were  to 
reioice  in  iniquity  and  not  in  the  truth.  Nor  is  this  the  worst  of 
the  case.  The  warfare  in  question  is  conducted  too  generally 
withont  any  regard  to  principles.  It  is  forgotten  that  great 
interests  of  religion,  deep  and  solemnly  momentous  truths,  in 
the  very  nature  of  the  case,  are  involved  m Romanism;  and 
the  whole  object  then  is  to  overthrow  and  destroy  merely, 
regardless  of  all  consequences  that  may  go  along  with  the 
wreck.  Anti-popery  in  such  form  is  purely  negative.  It  seeks 
only  to  break  down  ; and  every  blow-  is  welcome  that  looks  this 
way,  though  it  be  never  so  rude  and  blind  c.ven  Kossuth  and 
Mazzini,  not  to  speak  of  Rouge,  are  hailed  as  welcome  helpers 
in  what  is  felt  to  be  thus  a common  cause;  and  Red  Republi- 
canism grows  respectable,  as  it  is  heard  blaspheming  lie  i ope. 
That  merit  is  allowed  to  cover  almost  any  quantity  of  sins  be 
sides.  Conducted  in  such  temper,  the  war  runs  eveiy  w heie 
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into  ecclesiastical  monstrosities  ond  contradictions,  overturning 
in  a wholesale  way  in  one  direction  the  very  interests  which  it 
pretends  to  uphold  in  another. 

W hen  we  are  taxed  with  refusing  to  succumb  to  the  dictation 
of  this  fanatical  and  tyrannical  school,  we  very  readily  admit 
the  truth  of  the  charge.  We  do  not  hold  the  Papacy,  as  such, 
to  be  Antichrist.  There  have  been,  we  doubt  not  at  all,  many 
godly  and  pious  Popes.  We  do  not  believe,  that  the  Catholic 
Church  was  the  synagogue  of  Satan,  for  more  than  a thousand 
years  before  the  rise  of  Luther,  and  that  the  only  true  succes- 
sion of  Christianity  lay  all  that  time  among  miserable  sects  on 
the  outside  of  it.  We  are  not  willing  to  bastardize  Protestant- 
ism itself,  by  making  the  Roman  baptism  from  which  it  springs 
to  be  but  a baptism  of  the  Devil,  unchurching  thus  at  the  same 
time  with  a single  stroke  the  whole  Christianity  of  the  middle 
ages,  and  of  the  ages  before  away  back  to  the  days  of  Cyprian 
and  Tertullian.  We  do  not  feel  bound  at  all,  to  follow 
implicitly  the  sense  which  Dr.  Berg  is  pleased  to  put  into  two 
or  three  Bible  texts,  against  the  authority  of  Grotius,  Ham- 
mond, Hengstenberg  and  Stuart,  and  we  know  not  how  many 
great  Protestant  critics  besides.  It  is  no  part  of  our  religion  to 
hate  and  curse  Catholics,  to  lampoon  their  priesthood,  to  make  a 
mock  of  their  worship,  to  treat  their  holy  things  with  scorn  and 
contempt.  We  have  read  too  much  church  history,  and  looked 
too  widely  into  the  present  slate  of  the  world,  for  that.  This 
moderation  may  be  very  unpalatable  to  Dr.  Berg,  and  the  school 
to  which  he  belongs.  But  we  cannot  help  it.  Such  is  the  slate 
of  our  mind.  We  are  not  now  asserting  it  however  as 
necessarily  right.  That  is  not  really  the  point  at  issue  The 
question  is  only,  whether  it  be  an  offence  against  Protestant 
orthodoxy  to  think  in  this  way.  That  is  what  Dr.  Berg  main- 
tains. It  is  not  with  him  a matter  of  freedom,  to  differ  here 
fiom  the  rule  to  which  he  is  himself  so  unhappily  sworn.  He 
lays  it  down  as  a foundation  principle , that  Rome  is  Antichrist, 
Babylon,  and  Amalek,  that  the  Pope  is  officially  the  Man  of  Sin, 
that  Mede’s  key  to  the  prophecies  is  infallibly  true,  that  Popery 
has  been  from  first  to  last  -£  the  master-piece  of  Satan,”  (casting 
out  devils,  it  would  seem,  through  Beelzebub,  the  prince  of  the 
devils.)  This,  we  are  told,  is  the  only  theory  by  which  Pro- 
testantism can  stand.  It  must  pass  for  a term  of  orthodoxy,  an 
article  of  faith.  Since  when,  however,  we  ask  in  reply,  has  any 
such  narrow  and  inquisitorial  rule  been  in  force?  By  what  eccle- 
siastical Star  Chamber  was  it  established  ? In  what  Draconian 
code  is  it  now  to  be  found  ? When,  where,  and  how,  especially. 
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hits  the  German  Reformed  Church  erected  any  test  of  this  sort, 
tu  bind  the  conscience  of  her  ministers,  either  in  Europe  or  in 
this  country?  The  test  is  arbitrary  altogether,  an  imposition 
smuggled  in  privily  to  subvert  “the  liberty  which  we  have  in 
Christ  Jesus,”  and  to  “ bring  us  into  bondage.”  We  disown 
it ; we  give  no  place  to  it  by  subjection,  not  even  for  an  hour  ; 
that  the  truth  of  the  gospel  may  remain  without  damage  and 
harm.  We  deny  the  light  of  any  man,  or  any  set  and  party  of 
men,  to  frame  rules  and  constitutions  for  us  in  this  high-handed 
autocratic  and  overbearing  style.  Those  who  choose  to  make  a 
large  part  of  their  religion  consist  in  abusing  and  slandering 
Romanism,  are  at  liberty  of  course  for  themselves  to  indulge  as 
far  as  they  please  their  own  malevolent  taste;  and  there  is 
nothing  to  hinder  them  either  from  doing  what  they  can,  by 
rant  and  slang,  to  make  others  of  the  same  mind.  But  let  them 
stick  to  such  moral  suasion.  When  they  mount  the  tripod,  and 
claim  to  be  oracles,  and  affect  to  launch  thunderbolts,  making 
their  miserable  hobbies  articles  of  faith,  and  then  denouncing  as 
herein  all  who  refuse  to  take  up  the  same  song,  it  is  high  time 
to  let  them  know  that  they  are  driving  things  quite  too  fast  and 
too  far  Whatever  may  come  of  them  hereafter,  their  hobbies 
are  net  yet  fullv  installed,  for  universal  Protestantism,  oracles 
and  articles  of  faith. 

So  much  for  the  burden  of  Dr.  Berg’s  Farewell  Words,  as 
directed  immediately  against  ourselves.  We  are  now  ready  for 
the  consideration  of  it,  as  a cry  against  the  German  Reformed 
Church.  That  of  course  is  the  main  end  of  the  whole  procla- 
mation. It  is  intended  to  be  an  apology,  as  we  have  seen,  for 
an  act  of  revolutionary  secession.  Dr.  Berg  wishes  to  play 
martyr.  He  claims  to  be  a seceder  for  conscience’  sake.  This 
involves  necessarily  the  idea  of  an  issue  with  the  whole  body, 
which  he  is  led  thus  heroically  to  forsake.  To  make  out  his 
case,  it  is  not  enough  to  muster  charges,  like  those  we  have  just 
been  considering,  against  one  man  or  another  singly  taken  ; that 
would  be  a poor  reason  for  so  big  a step  ; it  must  be  contrived 
in  some  way  to  give  the  matter  a far  more  general  character,  and 
to  bring  in  the  whole  church  as  particeps  criminis,  party  to 
the  alleged  offence.  Only  in  that  form  do  we  get  at  last  a nodus 
vindice* dignus,  full  opportunity  and  fit  occasion  for  such  a 
Samson  Agonistes  to  put  forth  all  his  strength. 

“ I may  declare,”  says  the  late  Race  Street  Pastor,  “ that  I 
have  made  the  sacrifice,  which  I offer  this  evening,  for  the 
sake  of  principle.”  Again,  (p.  7) : “ These  familiar  faces,  this 
pulpit,  this  Bible,  the  tones  of  that  noble  organ,  the  songs  of 


Zion,  and  all  that  is  identified  with  them  during  the  scenes  of  my 
ministry,  are  written  indelibly  upon  my  heart;  lime  cannot 
efface  them  ; and  yet,  I declare  before  you  all,  none  of  these 
things  move  me,  in  comparison  with  the  principles  which  de 
rnand  that  I should  sacrifice  them  all.  Upon  that  altar,  inscribed 
Jehovah-Nissi,  I would  lay  them;  and  to  that  blessed  Lord 
who  gave  them,  I here  surrender  all  I have  and  all  I am,  for 
the  maintenance  of  these  principles,  until  He  demands  the 
record  of  my  stewardship.  Jehovah  is  my  banner  1”  This  is 
the  language  of  a man,  brought  into  great  and  sore  straits  for 
what  lie  takes  to  be  the  truth.  It  puts  one  in  mind  of 
H uss,  Luther,  Hugh  Latimer,  or  John  Knox.  The  meaning 
is,  without  stilts : “You  see  in  me,  good  people,  a great  and 
glorious  confessor  and  martyr ; who  to  save  his  faith,  is  forced 
to  tear  himself  away  from  a fond  and  pleasant  settlement,  and 
go  on  hard  pilgrimage  to  Gibraltar.  The  German  Reformed 
Church  has  persecuted  me  into  this  cruel  sacrifice , by  exacting 
from  me  terms  of  communion  to  which  as  an  honest  man  I 
have  found  it  impossible  to  submit.  I am  a victim  for  righteous- 
ness’ sake  1”  Such  is  the  general  charge;  which  is  then  made 
however  still  more  direct  and  precise.  “It  would  be  a task 
utterly  beyond  my  strength  and  your  patience,”  the  libel  runs, 
(p.  9.),  “ to  sketch  the  details  of  the  developments  of  the  last 
seven  years  of  the  history  of  (lie  German  Reformed  Church. 
You  know,  that  I protested  against  them  in  their  incipiency. 
And  I remember  with  gratitude  the  cordiality  with  which  this 
congregation  sustained  me,  when  I stood  in  the  painful  posi- 
tion of  recording  my  vote  in  solitary  opposition,  without  a single 
voting  ministerial  associate  to  keep  me  in  countenance,  against 
the  overwhelming  odds  by  which  the  new  doctrines  were  sus- 
tained.” And  so  again,  more  solemnly  still  (p  22.):  “The 
Church  of  the  German  Reformation  1 do  love  in  my  inmost 
soul.  If  I had  not  loved  the  Church,  I would  have  held  my 
peace,  and  not  sacrificed  my  comfort  for  the  sake  of  doctrinal 
differences.  I say  it  not  boastfully,  but  still  I will  say  it,  if 
there  is  a minister  in  the  German  Reformed  Church  who  has 
done  more,  or  suffered  more,  during  the  last  seven  years,  for  the 
sake  of  these  principles,  I do  not  know  him.  Brethren,  I 
know  the  ordeal  through  which  I must  pass,  both  among  friends 
and  foes.  I feel  that  my  position  is  painful,  but  I am  sure  in 
my  own  mind  that  it  is  right.  I cannot  co  operate  with  the 
Synod  of  the  German  Reformed  Church.  Its  late  action  is  a 
practical  avowal  of  sympathy  with  views  which  I cannot 
endure,  and  subsequent  developments  have  satisfied  me  that  my 
mission  rn  its  communion  is  fulfilled,” 


All  this  is  designed  to  be  in  a sort  of  modest  parallelism  with 
the  relation  of  Elijah  to  Israel,  in  the  days  of  Ahab  and  Q.ueen 
Jezebel.  The  German  Reformed  Church  answers  to  the  Ten 
Tribes,  gone  or  fast  going  after  Baal.  Dr  Berg  is  the  solitary 
Tishbite  under  the  juniper  tree. 

But  what  now  has  the  Church  been  doing,  to  drive  this  new 
prophet  from  her  bosom  ? Has  she  undertaken  to  change  the 
Heidelberg  Catechism  ? Has  she  pretended  to  bring  in  new 
articles  of  faith  ? Has  she  trampled  in  any  direction  on  the 
rights  of  conscience  ? Has  she  required  Dr.  Berg  to  give  up 
any  opinion,  or  to  accept  any  opinion,  contrary  to  his  own  sense 
of  truth  and  duty  ? Has  he  been  subjected  to  impositions  or 
restraints  in  any  way,  in  the  exercise  of  his  ministry  ? What 
principles  has  he  been  called  upon  to  sacrifice.  V\  hat  disabili- 
ties, what  penalties  and  pains,  has  he  found  himself  compelled 
to  brave,  in  carrying  out  his  mission  in  his  own  way  ? Those 
who  plead  for  the  sacred  right  of  secession,  in  such  a case,  take 
the  ground  commonly  that  there  must  be  a real  compulsion  ot 
some  sort  to  make  it  right.  Mere  corruption  in  a church  is  not 
of  itself  enough  to  justify  such  revolutionary  violence.  There 
must  be  palpable  opposition  to  the  truth,  virtually  forcing  its 
witnesses  to  withdraw.  Has  there  been  any  such  cause  for 
secession  in  the  present  case  ? 

Nothing  of  the  sort  is  pretended.  The  German  Reformed 
Church  never  made  more  account  of  her  Catechism,  than 
she  does  at  this  time.  She  has  passed  no  act,  which  by 
any  construction  can  be  resolved  into  an  imposition  of  new 
articles  of  belief ; no  act  that  can  be  said  so  much  as  to  sanction 
in  form  the  particular  points  even  on  which  this  complaint  ot 
Dr.  Berg  is  made  to  hinge.  Right  or  wrong,  they  have  never 
been  enforced  by  any  ecclesiastical  legislation.  TV  hat  hurts  the 
tender  conscience  of  Dr.  Berg,  is  not  that  he  has  been  required 
to  yield  here  to  the  mind  of  others,  but  that  others  have  not  been 
forced  to  yield  to  his  mind.  He  leaves  the  Church,  not  for 
what  it  has  done,  but  for  what  it  has  refused  to  do,  in  the  way  of 
intolerance  and  persecution.  It  is  a sacrifice  for  bad  humor  s 
sake,  more  than  for  the  sake  of  a good  conscience. 

It  is  now  a number  of  years  since  Dr.  Berg  first  put  himselt 
forward  publicly,  in  opposion  to  the  Mercersburg  Professors. 
The  occasion  was  the  publication  of  Dr.  tSchaff  s tract,  entitled 
the  Principle  of  Protestantism.  The  character  ot  this  able 
production  is  now  well  known.  It  seeks  to  place  the  cause  of 
the  Reformation  on  solid  and  sure  ground,  by  defending  it 
from  the  charge  of  revolutionary  radicalism,  and  asserting  its 
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right  to  be  considered  a legitimate  result  of  the  previous  history 
of  the  Church.  This  involves  of  course  the  acknowlegdmeut 
of  a true  historical  succession  of  Christianity,  in  the  bosom  of 
the  Papacy  during  the  middle  ages  ; a thought  directly  at  war 
with  the  fond  conceit  of  those,  who  make  Popery  per  se  the 
“ Master-piece  of  the  Devil.”  It  was  resolved  accordingly  to 
crush  Mercersburg.  By  a wise  regulation  in  the  constitution  of 
the  Seminary,  it  is  provided  that  charges  against  a Theological 
Professor  must  be  brought  first  before  the  Board  of  Visitors,  by  a 
responsible  accuser  and  in  a precise  form,  with  notice  and  copy 
duly  furnished,  sometime  beforehand,  to  the  party  accused  ; and 
only  after  there  is  found  to  be  cause  for  them  by  the  Board  of 
Visitors,  can  they  come  regularly  before  the  Synod.  Such 
equity  however  suited  not  the  prosecution,  of  which  we  now 
speak.  Its  policy  was  to  rouse  popular  odium,  and  overwhelm 
its  victim  without  a regular  trial.  With  the  help  of  the 
Helffenstein  family,  Dr.  Berg  got  a vote  of  the  small  Classis  of 
Philadelphia,  calling  upon  the  Synod  to  try,  not  Dr.  Schaff,  but 
his  book,  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whether  it  did  not  teach  cer- 
tain vague  specifications  of  false  doctrine.  No  process  'could  well 
be  more  irregular.  The  Synod  however  at  its  meeting  in  York, 
most  indulgently  waived  the  question  of  order,  and  allowed  the 
prosecution  to  go  forward  in  this  most  irresponsible  form.  An 
examination  was  instituted  Dr.  Berg  was  heard  as  prosecuting 
attorney,  to  his  own  heart’s  content.  The  end  is  well  known. 
The  Synod  did  not  pretend  to  endorse  the  boob  ; the  case  called 
for  nothing  of  that  sort ; but  it  was  solemnly  delared,  that  no 
cause  was  found  in  it  for  the  accusations  cf  the  Philadelphia 
Classis,  or  of  the  clique  rather  which  then  acted  in  its  name. 
The  decision  was  the  next  thing  to  unanimous.  The  only 
ministerial  vote  recorded  against  it,  his  own  mouth  being  wit- 
ness, was  that  of  Dr.  Berg  himself,  who  as  grand  inquisitor  and 
prosecuting  plaintiff  had  in  truth  no  business  to  vote  at  all. 

This  took  place  in  IS45.  Since  that  time,  Dr.  Berg,  encour- 
aged and  supported  by  the  Helffensleiri  family,  has  repeatedly 
tried  to  bring  one  or  other  of  the  professors,  or  both  of  them  to- 
gether, to  some  sort  of  trial  before  the  Synod  ; first  at  Carlisle 
in  1846  ; then  at  Lancaster  in  1847  ; then  at  Martinsburg  in 
1850  ; and  then  again  at  Lancaster  in  1851.  In  no  case,  how- 
ever, has  he  condescended  to  take  the  proper  constitutional 
course  for  reaching  his  end  ; not  even  after  this  was  pointed  out 
to  him  in  the  plainest  terms,  as  indispensably  necessary  to  the 
allowance  of  any  farther  prosecution.  The  Synod,  he  was  told, 
had  yielded  this  point  once,  (unwisely  perhaps,)  but  would  not 
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do  it  again.  But  the  constitutional  rule  was  not  to  his  taste.  It 
had  its  difficulties.  It  involved  too  much  responsibility.  His 
plan  was  rather  to  agitate,  to  deal  in  loose  charges  and  popular 
declamation  before  the  world,  to  get  up  a pressure  on  the  out- 
side of  the  church,  to  create  a faction  within,  to  make  capital 
for  this  out  of  every  new  trouble  that  might  arise,  no  matter 
from  what  quarter,  and  so  to  carry  his  object  finally  by  violent 
assault.  For  years,  he  has  kept  up  this  dishonorable  course, 
doing  as  much  as  in  him  lay  to  break  down  the  credit  of  the 
institutions  at  Mercersburg,  and  to  embarrass  the  professors  in 
their  work.  Year  after  year,  pains  have  been  taken  to  have  it 
noised  abroad  that  they  were  to  be  brought  to  account,  on  charg- 
es which  there  was  no  resolution  to  put  into  distinct  shape,  or  to 
urge  in  a lawful  and  manly  way;  and  then  when  these  rumours 
came  to  nothing,  the  Synod  was  blamed  for  not  allowing  the 
investigation  to  go  forward.  We  doubt  if  there  ever  was  a more 
flagrant  system  of  schismatical  agitation,  so  patiently  borne  with 
for  the  like  length  of  time  by  any  ecclesiastical  body.  When 
we  consider  the  comparatively  small  strength  of  the  church,  and 
the  unfavorable  influences  which  have  been  constantly  at  work 
in  the  spirit  of  surrounding  denominations,  the  only  wonder  is 
that  this  guerilla  warfare  has  not  long  since  proved  triumphant- 
ly successful  by  bringing  all  the  operations  of  the  church  to  a 
dead  stand.  And  yet  it  is  of  Iris  untiring  zeal  in  such  bad  form  for 
such  iniquitous  end,  that  Dr.  Berg  is  only  too  modest  n ow  not  to 
boast , as  an  argument  of  his  doing  and  suffering  more  for  the 
German  Reformed  Church,  during  the  last  seven  years,  than 
any  other  minister  inher  communion  ! If  he  cordd  have  blown 
up  her  institutions  altogether,  and  demolished  half  her  altars  by 
dissension  and  schism,  the  martyr-prophet  might  have  consider- 
ed his  glory  complete.  No  wonder  that  such  a man  should  wish 
to  blot  the  very  idea  of  schism,  “ that  word  which  has  so  often 
been  the  catchword  of  spiritual  despotism,”  from  the  ecclesiasti- 
cal vocabulary. 

At  the  last  meeting  of  the  Synod  in  Lancaster,  the  old  game 
was  renewed  again,  under  what  were  deemed  to  be  the  most 
favorable  auspices,  and  with  the  most  buoyant  hopes  of  success. 
Six  months  before,  the  senior  professor  in  the  Seminary  had 
tendered  his  resignation  to  the  Board  of  ^ isitors,  a measure  to- 
wards which  he  had  been  openly  moving  for  a whole  year  before. 
Afterwards,  when  the  first  article  on  Early  Christianity  appeared 
and  created  some  talk,  it  was  industriously  reported  on  the  out- 
side, that  the  resignation  was  on  account  of  reigning  dissatisfac 
tion  in  the  church.  Had  there  been  any  ground  for  prosecution. 
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the  way  was  still  open  for  Dr.  Berg,  and  his  staff,  to  undertake 
it  in  regular  and  right  method,  by  tabling  distinct  charges  before 
the  Board  of  Visitors,  and  so  bringing  the  case  in  the  end,  under 
due  responsioility,  into  open  Synod.  Nothing  of  this  sort  how- 
ever was  done.  The  plan  was  rather,  as  on  other  occasions,  to 
make  a noise,  get  up  an  excitement,  and  then  come  down  on 
the  case  with  a soit  of  mob  judgment,  when  the  Synod  was  in 
session.  On  the  question  of  receiving  our  resignation,  it  was 
proposed  to  intervene  suddenly  by  some  act  that  might  amount 
to  a general  censure,  without  the  formality  of  a trial.  The  Rev. 
Jacob  Helffenstein,  in  particular,  showed  a very  fierce,  nay,  even 
rabid,  desire  to  go  into  a declamatory  assault  and  battery  on  the 
spot,  as  though  the  party  to  be  crushed  had  been  already  arraign- 
ed in  fact,  convicted  and  condemned.  Every  one  can  see,  that 
it  would  have  been  the  height  of  injustice,  to  have  yielded  to 
such  irregular  prosecution  in  any  way.  With  great  dignity 
accordingly,  the  Synod  refused  to  allow  any  such  declamatory 
assault  and  battery  in  its  presence;  and  just  because  such  an 
unrighteous  effort  had  been  made  to  load  the  resignation  with 
an  ex  post  facto  sense,  which  did  not  belong  to  it  in  its  own 
proper  form,  it  was  resolved  farther  almost  unanimously  not  to 
accept  it  at  the  time,  but  to  throw  it  entirely  on  the  will  of  the 
professor  to  take  such  course  in  regard  to  it  afterwards  ns  to 
himself  might  seem  best.  Such  generous  and  noble  regard  for 
justice,  however,  proved  sorely  displeasing  to  the  unrighteous 
persecution  whose  purposes  it  served  to  disappoint  and  defeat. 
Mr.  Helffenstein  at  once  appealed  to  the  uncburchly  and  anti- 
popery spirit  of  other  sects,  boldly  and  falsely  declaring  that  the 
G.  R.  Synod  had  made  itself  responsible  for  all  our  published 
views;  and  that  these  views  included  all  the  “ gorgons,  hydras, 
and  chimeras  dire,”  which  he  himself  saw  fit  to  hallucinate 
into  them,  in  his  twofold  capacity  of  judge  and  jury.  The 
representation,  we  say  very  deliberately,  was  false,  though  cordi- 
ally echoed  by  many  of  our  evangelical  papers  throughout  the 
land.  No  such  points,  as  it  alleged,  were  ever  brought  before 
the  Synod.  There  was  no  trial ; no  arraignment ; nobody  to 
acquit  or  condemn ; no  vote  that  looked  towards  the  determina- 
tion of  any  theological  question  ; no  question  of  that  sort  at  all 
under  consideration.  Dr.  Berg  himself,  at  (be  time,  knew  very 
well  that  the  action  of  the  Synod  was  not  to  he  taken  in  this 
way.  When  Mr.  Helffenstein  rose  in  a pet,  and  made  a pititful 
threat  of  secession,  the  Race  Street  pastor  promptly  disclaimed 
every  thought  of  this  sort.  He  was  resolved,  as  all  along  before, 
to  remain  in  the  church,  of  whose  treatment  he  felt  that  he  had 
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no  cause  to  complain.  So  in  the  next  number  of  the  Protestant 
Quarterly,  he  very  distinctly  defended  the  Synod  from  the  false 
sense  put  upon  its  action  by  his  intemperate  companion  in  arms, 
and  expressed  his  full  determination  to  be  if  possible  the  leader  of 
a revolutionary  party  in  its  bosom.  But  now,  all  at  once,  the 
aspect  of  things  is  changed.  The  Helffensteins  continue  duti- 
fully in  their  place ; while  Dr.  Berg  takes  up  the  very  lie  he 
formerly  disowned,  makes  the  action  of  the  last  Synod  to  have 
been  at  once  judicial  and  legislative,  charges  it  accordingly  before 
high  heaven  with  wholesale  heresy,  and  affects  to  leave  it  with 
violent  secession  as  a martyr,  fairly  driven  from  its  bosom  for 
conscience’  sake. 

To  cover  this  huge  inconsistency,  it  is  insinuated  that  new  oc- 
casion has  been  given  since  the  meeting  of  Synod  for  the  act 
now  perpetrated.  “ Subsequent  developments  have  satisfied 
me,”  he  says,  that  my  mission  in  its  communion  is  fulfilled.” 
What  are  these  developments?  We  are  not  told.  One  main 
cause  of  offence  might  seem  to  be  gone.  The  professorship 
which  we  once  filled  is  vacant.  Our  resignation  was  carried  in- 
to full  effect,  as  originally  proposed,  before  the  tocsin  of  the 
Protestant  Quarterly  was  sounded  for  a combination  to  oust  us 
by  main  force.  We  know  of  no  other  developments,  except 
the  completion  of  our  articles  on  Early  Christianity,  and  the  fact 
that  his  tocsin  cry  for  a revolutionary  convention  found  notwith- 
standing no  favor,  but  was  met  rather  on  all  sides,  as  it  deserved 
to  be,  with  silent  indignation  and  contempt.  Are  these  the 
ominous  events,  that  have  satisfied  Dr.  Berg  at  last  that  the  G. 
R.  Church  “ is  no  longer  his  home  ?”  So  really  it  would  seem. 

We  see  here  the  true  nature  of  this  whole  issue.  The  other 
points  of  accusation,  in  our  case,  are  merely  by  the  way.  The 
grand  cause  of  offence  is,  that  we  are  not  willing  to  hate  and 
curse  Romanism  in  the  usual  anti-popery  style,  and  that  we  dare 
to  call  in  question  the  enormous  falsehoods,  both  exegetical  and 
historical,  on  which  this  system  of  outrageous  hatred  is  built. 
Our  articles  on  Early  Christianity  are  charged  with  being  an 
assault  on  Protestantism,  which  the  Church  was  bound  to  re- 
buke. They  in  reality  show  only  that  Early  Christianity  back 
to  the  middle  of  the  second  century  was  something  materially 
different  from  modern  Protestantism,  and  closely  related  to  the 
Catholicism,  of  later  times  ; a fact , which  Dr.  Berg  himself  has 
not  pretended  latterly  to  deny,  and  on  which  we  hope  to  shed 
additional  light  hereafter  in  our  articles  on  Cyprian.  But  this 
fact  in  the  end  makes  it  necessary  to  acknowledge  a true  histori- 
cal succession  of  Christianity  in  the  Roman  Church,  for  the 
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rational  vindication  of  Protestantism  itself.  Dr.  Berg-,  as  we 
have  seen,  stands  violently  committed  to  the  unhistorical  hypo- 
thesis, by  which  the  Papacy  per  se  is  held  to  be  Antichrist,  and 
the  church  of  the  middle  ages  the  synagogue  of  Satan;  and 
like  this  school  in  general,  he  has  no  power  to  tolerate  any  view 
different  from  his  own.  We  have  openly  resisted  the  authority 
of  every  such  hypothesis  as  an  article  of  faith,  and  have  chosen  to 
construe  history  in  some  harmony  with  our  Saviour’s  promise, 
that  the  gates  of  hell  should  never  prevail  against  his  church. 
In  our  articles  on  Early  Christianity,  we  have  taken  pains  to 
say  very  distinctly,  that  we  do  not  own  the  anti-popery  scheme 
to  which  Dr.  Berg  is  sworn,  as  any  part  whatever  of  the  proper 
orthodoxy  of  the  German  Reformed  Church.  This  declaration 
of  independence  formed  in  his  eyes  the  climax  of  offence.  His 
whole  position  required,  that  the  Church  should  visit  it  with  in- 
dignant rebuke.  The  Church  however  has  refused  to  acknowl- 
edge or  sustain  his  position,  in  any  such  proscriptive  way.  Ten 
years  ago,  when  he  tried  to  get  a vole  of  Synod  declaring  Ro- 
man baptism  invalid,  his  motion  was  laid  under  the  table;  but 
the  course  of  things  lately  has  amounted  to  a still  more  distinct 
and  unmistakeable  intimation,  that  the  genius  of  the  G.  R. 
Church  is  in  no  harmony  with  radicalism  of  this  sort,  and  that 
it  is  not  likely  soon  to  brook  the  servile  yoke  of  any  such  for- 
eign and  miserably  narrow  tradition.  This  is  a rebuke  for  Dr. 
Berg.  He  feels  it  severely.  It  has  touched  his  pride,  and  so 
his  conscience.  For  years  he  has  been  laboring  to  inoculate 
the  G.  R.  Church  with  the  virus  of  his  own  fanaticism;  and 
now  this  is  the  end  of  it.  His  labor  has  come  to  nothing.  He 
finds  his  zeal  foiled,  his  ambition  defeated.  Othello’s  occupa- 
tion is  gone,  his  “ mission  is  fulfilled.”  The  Church  “ is  no 
longer  his  home.”  He  does  accordingly  the  best  he  can  ; makes 
a merit  of  valorously  forsaking  its  communion,  and  endeavours 
to  carry  away  with  him  the  laurels  of  a great  and  glorious  mar- 
tyr. Requiescat  in  pace  ! 


